Seprember 15, 2017

My, Cralg Hil

Harris Courndy Pollution Control Services Department
181 South Richey, Suits H

Pasadens, TX 77506

RE: Reaguest from Harris County Pollution Control
Arkema ine. Croshy, Texas Facility

Dear Mr. Hill,

This letter responds to your el of September %, 2007, Since vour email was recebed, Arkems
has obtained a substantial amount of informiation ahout the site, the conditions around the site,
and the results of EPA's air and water monitoring during the Incident. As a result, we believe
that we have satisfied many of the issues thatyou identifisd in yvour gmall, and are including
that information with this letter.

Specifically, we offer the following responses (o your reguesis,
e Provide a copy of the Site Clean-Up Plan.

Arkema has retained Environmental Resources Mansgement {FRM] to prepare a Sampling and
Analysis Plan for the Arkema Crosby site, This plan will serve as an initial assessment of
potential impacts frorm Hurricane Harvey and the trailer fires that occurred at the property. A
copy of this plan s included with this letter 3z Attachment 1. ¥ the results of that investigation
ingdicate that constituents of concern {"COCS") are present above the applicabla TRRP Protective
Concentration Levels, we will prepare a site clean-up plan based on the results of the initial
assessment and consistent with the TCEQ spifl rules or the TRRP rules, &5 applicable, and we will
prowvise a copy of that plan to your office.

e  Maintain fence line air monitoring until completion of clean up. Provide daily results
and final report.

The daily community air monitoring performed by Arkema during and after the fire avents
through Ssptember B, 2017 has indicated that virtually all compounds are present at non-detect
levels with the exception of PM2.5, which s abways present in Houston adr and was expectsd
gduring the fires themselves, A copy of these results is provided in Attachment 2.

EPA’s alr monitoring results gt the site showed a few trace detections of peroxide and 1-butene,
but they were well below TCED short-term Alr Monitoring Comparison Values (AMUVs) Thereis
no reason to believe that any emissions produced during site dean-up offorts will approach the
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smissions produced during the aotual combustion events hecause the underlyving product was
destrayed iy the fires,

All clean-up activity at the Crosby site, including fire residus removal, soll and surface water
sampling, etc. has been and will continue to be conducted in accordance with an appropriate
health and safety plan with monitoring for VOUs to protect workers from potential exposure. To
date, however, there have been no detections above action levels, Arkema doss not belisve
that ongoing fence line monitoring s necessary i this situation as we are maonitoring the air in
much closer vicinity to the actual impacted ares.

e Develop a Surface Soil Sampling Plan for within the exclusion zone to identify impact of
soot. This plan should compare results in the soil to anything identified in the analysis
of the ash performed by Arkema.

Upon regaining access to the Uroshy site and former 1.5 mile ssolusion rone from the Unified
incident Compmrand, Arkema has been sampling ash fromy the Croshy site and, at the request of
residents, from other properties within the sxclusion zone, We are providing vou this
information. The sample locations and analyses of the ash that are available to date are
preserted in Attachment 3,

& you can see from the reporis of the ash analyses, for 13 ash samples that have been collectad
and analyzed to date, none of the concentrations of detected potential constituents of concern
{COCs) exceeded the direct contact action levels {7 Soilears) for the conservative 005 ag,
residentizd lardd use exposure scenario under the Texas Risk Reduction Program [TRRP) rulas {30
TAC Chapter 3501 As a result, the ash doss not represent an actionable release subject to the
THRP rules and therefore no surface soil sampling plan or TRRP response is justified or required.
I Arkema receives any additional ash sampling results that are inconsistent with the results we
have obtained to date, we will contact your office 1o discuss them,

¢ Develop a Water Well Sampling Plan to identify the preserice of compounds that could
have been carried by flood water from Arkerma. Sample all downstream wells.

The only credible mechanism By whith someone’s downstrearm well could have been
contaminated by chemicals associated with the Crosby plant is if the storm water runoeff
coniained chemicals Howing off the Arkema site and infiltrated a downstream resident’s
defective well casing,

Thers was no frefighting for the tratler fires, and therefore no water releases that would
typically be associated with such activity, EPA performed sampling of surface water runoff
during the incident. EPA has released it analyses of surface water runoff samples collectad
during the incident, wivich showed no detections of any VOUs or SYOUS in the stormwater
flowing off the Arkema site,

There is no surface water body adiacent 1o the plant site, and the only waler that is available for
sampling is the stormwster renches in and around the plant. Since obtaining agcess 1o the
plart, Arkema has conducted surface water sempling in storm water trenches throughout the
site and, bassd on the sample results recelved to date, it has determined that the VOUs and

2 Page

ARK_HCPCSD_0000002
ED_004042_00000736-00002



S¥0Cs that have been detected are below the applicable TRRP protective concentration levels
(CWEW ) for residential land use except for one sample collected inan isolated ditch in the
venter of the plant. A copy of these sampling lovations and analytical results are included as
Attachment 4, Arkema will provide you with & copy of additional analytical results when they
are received.

The chemical anabyses performed in and around the plant site both by EPA and Arkema do not
indizate that COCs were released from the site in amounts that would Impact private wells,
While there is legitimate concern that the Hurricans Harvey floodwaters may have
contaminated private drinking water wells, thet concern—at least downstream of the Crosby
phant—is bacteriological, not chemical.

i light of the announced availahbility of free water well testing being offared by EPA and TCEQ a3
a result of the hurricans and the EPA pulbdic statements mentioned above, an Arkema-sponsored
water well sampling program downstream of the plant is not justified,

Arkema intends to cooparate iy good faith with Harrls County Pollution Control and all others in

responding to the incident arising from Hurricane Harvey,  fyou have any guestions congarning
this reguest, piease do not hesitate to contact me at {610} 878-8632.

Sinceraly,

Jeanharis Cencetti
Directar of Environment and Sustainable Development

N

Mr. Roberto Bernler, EPA Region &

United States Environmental Protection Agency Region 6
1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200

Dalas, Texas 75202-2733

Mz, Guadalupe Quiro:
TOEG Region 12

5425 Polk Avenue, Suite H
Houston, Texas 77023
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Attachment 1

Sampling and Analysis Plan

ARK_HCPCSD_0000004
ED_004042_00000736-00004



Attachment 2

Arkema Datly Community Alr Monitoring Reports
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Attachment 3

Ash Collection Locations and Analyiical Results
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Attachment 4

Arkema Surface Water Sampling Location Map and Resuits
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